Date: Fri, 13 Aug 93 04:30:01 PDT 

From: Packet-Radio Mailing List and Newsgroup <packet-radio@ucsd.edu> 
Errors-To: Packet-Radio-Errors@UCSD.Edu 

Reply-To: Packet-Radio@UCSD.Edu 

Precedence: Bulk 

Subject: Packet-Radio Digest V93 #238 

To: packet-radio 


Packet-Radio Digest Fri, 13 Aug 93 Volume 93 : Issue 238 


Today's Topics: 
New to HAM, need handi talki advice? 
packet radio encryption 


Send Replies or notes for publication to: <Packet-Radio@UCSD.Edu> 
Send subscription requests to: <Packet-Radio-REQUEST@UCSD.Edu> 
Problems you can't solve otherwise to brian@ucsd.edu. 


Archives of past issues of the Packet-Radio Digest are available 
(by FTP only) from UCSD.Edu in directory "mailarchives/packet-radio". 


We trust that readers are intelligent enough to realize that all text 
herein consists of personal comments and does not represent the official 
policies or positions of any party. Your mileage may vary. So there. 


Date: Thu, 12 Aug 1993 11:52:36 GMT 

From: sdd.hp.com!spool.mu.edu!torn!nott!netfs!ncs.dnd.ca!mercer@network.ucsd.edu 
Subject: New to HAM, need handi talki advice? 

To: packet-radio@ucsd.edu 


Hi all; 


Just got my basic certification yesterday and am now in the 
market for a handi talki with the goal (once cash flow improves) of 
getting into packet. 


Shopping around Ottawa, I have narrowed my selection down 
to two units: 


1) ICOM IC-P2AT 2m band @ $375 canadian; and 
2) ICOM IC-24AT 2m and 440 @ $460. 


I am really new to all this and would like some advice on how I 
should proceed. Is the addition of 440 worth 85 canadian (aprox 43 
cents US ;> ). Any general comments about these radios? 


Please remember that the untimate goal is to set up a packet 
station and also to have some fun with Satelites. 


73 de VE3XMJ (Dave Mercer) 


PS. If there are any packeteers out there from the Ottawa area, I would 
love to hear from you. 


Date: 12 Aug 93 18:08:14 GMT 

From: ogicse!emory!wa4mei! ke4zv! gary@network.ucsd.edu 
Subject: packet radio encryption 

To: packet-radio@ucsd.edu 


In article <24c391$han@carina.unm.edu> praveen@unm.edu (Da Mystic Homeboy) writes: 
> Okay, Im not sure if this is the appropriate newsgroup to post 

>to, but... What regulations are there in the U.S. about broadcasting 

>encrypted message packets that cant be broken by the pigs, especially 

>in communication with other countries? How strictly are they enforced? 

>Are there ways around it (both legally and illegally)? 


It's specifically and near absolutely prohibited to use encrypted 
signals to obscure meaning. The only exception is for certain 
telecommand functions of amateur spacecraft, and even then the 
encryption algorithm must be made available to the government on 
request. As to how strictly it's enforced, the FCC rarely starts 

an enforcement action unless it receives a complaint. On the other 
hand, hams are quick to complain if they observe what they think is 
illegal activity. So you might get away with it once or twice, but 
if you start to make a regular scheduled practice of it, you're very 
likely to get nailed. With *international*x signals, there are other 
administrations involved who may not be as casual as our FCC, and 
the CIA and NSA might get curious as well. 


While intentionally obscuring meaning is nearly always illegal, 
if you are intent on breaking the law there are clever codes 
and plaintext encryption schemes that can hide a message in 
seemingly innocent plaintext. Unless someone is specifically 
looking for them, they are hard to spot by casual monitoring. 
Usually it requires traffic analysis to direct suspicion 
toward this type of deception. If you arouse certain agencies' 
interest, however, they can and will act. 


Gary 


Gary 


Gary Coffman KE4ZV 
Destructive Testing Systems 
534 Shannon Way 
Lawrenceville, GA 30244 


You make it, 
we break it. 
Guaranteed! 


| gatech!wa4mei! ke4zv! gary 
| uunet!rsiatl!ke4zv! gary 
| emory!kd4nc!ke4zv! gary 

| 


Date: 12 Aug 93 11:30:46 GMT 

From: pravda.sdsc.edu!news.cerf.net!usc!wupost!uwm.edu!msuinfo!netnews.upenn.edu! 
gopher.cs.uofs.edu!triangle.cs.uofs.edu!bill@network.ucsd.edu 

To: packet-radio@ucsd.edu 


References <CBK3vK.Kwn@sugar.NeoSoft.COM>, <5mJ48B3w165w@p-cove.UUCP>, 
<CBLs55.BwkK@world.std.com>en 
Subject : Re: Change of Newsgroup 


In article <CBLs55.Bwk@world.std.com>, dts@world.std.com (Daniel T Senie) writes: 
|> 

|> digital.misc provides a place for discussion of the digital modes I like 

|> the most, RTTY, Amtor and Pactor... 

|> 


So, rather than just creating a group for RTTY and a group for Amtor and a group 
for Pactor a system was proposed that eliminated a group for discussing packet. 
Talk about throwing out the baby with the bath-water. 


bill KB3YV 


Bill Gunshannon 
bill@cs.uofs.edu 
University of Scranton 
Scranton, Pennsylvania 


"There are no evil thoughts, Mr. Rearden" Francisco 
said softly, "except one; the refusal to think." 


d#tinclude <std.disclaimer.h> 


Date: Thu, 12 Aug 1993 19:28:00 GMT 
From: pa.dec.com!nntpd2.cxo.dec.com! bobseg.enet.dec.com! segrest@decwrl.dec.com 
To: packet-radio@ucsd.edu 


References <CBLs55.Bwk@world.std.com>, <24d916$ebr@gopher.cs.uofs.edu>, 
<1993AuUg12 .165837 .20266@news .mentorg.com> 

Reply-To : segrest@bobseg.enet.dec.com 

Subject : Re: Change of Newsgroup 


It seems to me that a vote was held to make this decision... I wonder where 
everyone was when that happened... 


If you voted, you got your chance to participate in the decision process. If 
you failed to vote, you forfeited your right to gripe. Why don't you stop 
your whining. 


There are a set of rules that govern the creation of a news group and when 
they allow we will have another vote. Perhaps more people will participate 
and we will get a different result. 


Bob Segrest 
segrest@bobseg.enet.dec.com 


End of Packet-Radio Digest V93 #238 
KAKA KK KKK KK KIKI KKK KAKA KIRK 


